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Dr. Vincent ?• Guinn 
Department of Chemistry 
University of Calif. 

Irvine, Ca. 92717 

bear Dr. Guinn, 

Thanks for your 3/12 and the enclosures* As I wan glancing through the reprint 
pertaining to the HSCA work ny eye caught what pronpts co to vrrito immediately because 
I cannot now do what I want to do, reed both reprints with care. The FOIA litigation 
takes groat amounts of tine and I'zu in court in the morning. 

With regard to the °evong memo I sent you, I suppose I sent you that one, of a 
number, because it contained what you do not exaggerate in celling unkind. There are 

ethers. When in gping over all tho vast files I got by litigation I cane to that one 

* 

I made a copy for yoA, but it got lost in a stack of other records. I sent it when 
1 later came to it. 

It is my recollection that the F iff was well aware of the? possibility, if not tho 
fact, that you had not said v/hat was attributed to you. 

In spite of what you regard &3 friendship, a 3 I tried to toll you long ago those 
people did not liko you and protended not to trust you. y £y belief is that they woro 
afraid and this was their cover. Gallagher, who you regard as a frigid, maligned you. 

It was close to libel. said you are a publicity oeekor who could not bo trusted 

X 

and that you and Gulf Atomic would have sought to commercial the project, his wa3 
when I deposed him in C.A. 75-226. 

J ovens was GallaghQr f a boss. I believe ho had to leave in other scandals that 
surfaced about Watergate time, under /Colley. I also believe that I checked to sec if 
Gallagher drafted the Jevona memo, which would have been normal practise. I tiriink that 
Jevcms write it, though. $ou can tell by the initials in tho lower left-hand corner. 

<%J9 

It is not true that ^ohn Nichols got those 70 NAA pages by logoi action. They are 

> . 

not all, as you may have reason to recall# It also ±3 not true that the record establishing 
that there had been NAAs was secret until the tine you give. John probably loomed of 
it through a tlion unpublished manuscript of mine. 

I got those pa{|S 3 , later more, in C.A. 75-226, which is still in court. I gave them 
to o tliers, including the press, before John got copies, which the F~I gave him when he 
asked for wi:at had boon disclosed to me. u e went iio farthur. I did, and got what is 
supposed to be all tho raw material , including p tin tout 3. You got those pertaining to 
the paraffin tests from a friend of mine at the National Enqpiror, Rod Gibson. (I believe 
that testing was inadequate and based on a limiting preconepeti on.) 

John kne.y of tlds litigation, which go<33 back to 1970. he declined to join me in 
it, as did Wccht,snch preferring spif-pronotlon. In the earlier fore th±3 is the ca^e 
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rhat lod to the 1974 amending of the Investigatory files exemption, *t ia the first 
oaao filed anywhere under the amended act, as C*A# / 5-226# first 70 peges 

wore -Lwra to Da in an effort to halt the case with them by salary judgeqjont, before 
a pro-rai judgs# Vtban I proved those pages were not all, still aiming for that summary 
jwi&erannt, at night on a weekend just before a calendar call, the government lawyer 
haadfdeliveredy several hundred other pages, described above, along with picture c c± 
the paraffin casts# He then got the summary judgement# I carried the case to 

the ap ools cort and got a remand, under wnich we deposed four 3As anti then wor^ cut 
off# It has now been before the app ala court for a full year# 

John and Cyril both declin d to be witnesses, as experts, in tho first case# 

| 

Cyril actually wailed that he waa tanking ao auoli aonoy he couIiLm t af'Vrd to take 
the time. JBoth tv*" cribbed all they could. John oven duplicated so.jo of ray work and 
copyrighted it, including the picture of the base of the bullet, 399# which I f d 

i 

loaned him in confidence because that work was incomplete and I didn t want any of 
it out pending completion# 

Neither i 3 a real subject expert and often enough both were in factual error, 

despite their scientific training and experience# 

I did try to help John before I learned that ho could not control ilia ego and 
was being unethical# He asked me to go out to his college in **ay of 13^8 to reinforce 

him and I did, at ny exprinse. I gave him a lengthy and I four unwelcome critique of 

* 

his first case, both sides, but he did not profit ita from this also not inconsiderable 
and unpaid work# The government filed a false affidavit in it by Jovons# 

I am not well sad was not able to bo present when you testified# I took the broadcast 
in# I fear you wore had and I suspect you suspect at least some of thio# *ou nnn f t 
validate your samples# I tldnk I can show you an alternative sourco of them# 

The specimen you said did not exi3t did exist when Gallagher subjected it to 
radiation, which he testified on deposition does not consume it# ^his io Qt5, 5ho 
windshield scrapings. The raw material on it doos not exist in what I got and ^ul lather* s 
explanation of the absence of tliat and°eithor ^2, which 1 think, or O# in not credible, 
under FlU regulations are impossible# The front— seat specimen that hod no core ..mt'mial 

is the one# 

There may well have been other shooting and I have FBI records indicating there 
was. There waa testing, the results of which remain withhold# I did not learn, of these 
matwora until the case was before thtf appeals court# I do have proofs, solid ones# 

Thoro is no doubt that you could not get any material from th.-* curbstone for two 
reasons! tho FBI removed it all and that is not the pristine matoiial# There io absolutely 
no doubt in my mi: id that the scar was pacthou before bhanuyfolt dug it up and that <.he 

FBI kne , this# 
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It appears that initially all theyj^ plannod for rlAA ia the paraffin casta and 
that United to an attempt to distinguish between rifle and pistol bullet deposits. 

(A 3 I recall it the variation bot ween the original and the test results was about 
a third in one of the two elements.) Paul Aebereold 3 a ve tiien a ggjTfr real problem 
by going to the Department f not the FBI. Th e i>opartment co-rjjnicated with tho Cocrcission. 
Tlio PSX then worked on Seaborg to bypass and eliminate Aeborsold, who tl\e FBI in- 
sisted be kept entirely in tho dark. Seaborg agreed. Aebersold had recomnend using 
you and Suit ATondc but the FBI wo*ild not agree* UU did whatever Gallagher wanted 
and no more, 

Aebersold had urged use Off the unfired bullet. Gallagher did not do that. When we 
questioned Gallagher au>ut this on deposition he claimed he was prohibited because of 
the alleged historic**! importance of that one specimen only. 

There is much that wa 3 withheld from me under discovery, although wo then did get 
some records that had been withhold. I've gone through more than 100,000 pages since 
then and have found a considerable amount more. 

This io a pretty **ysantine natter. 

L f you have a copy of your remarks following your HSCA testimony, in any form, 

I'd appreciate a copy, particularly of what was germane to your testimony but you 
were not naked. I # n especially interested in the specimens that did not equal their 

descriptions. This is now historical interest only because I # ll not repeat any of 

» 

my writing a;;ain and I've written an enormous book dealing with this material. 1 t 
came out in late 1975. 

I know you related only what you wore told and had no reason not to bolievo 
but I do re gret the error into which John led you because those who may have an 
interest in these things and road what you wrote will not be led to where the records 
they require will bo. 

-?iease excun a tlio liunta end typing errors. 

Sincerely, 



-Harold VToisborg 



